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Abstract. Derek Jarman was a multifaceted artist whose intermedial 
versatility reinforces a strong authorial discourse. He constructs an immersive 
allegorical world of hybrid art where different layers of cinematic, theatrical 
and painterly materials come together to convey a lyrical form and express 
a powerful ideological message. In Caravaggio (1986) and Edward II (1991), 
*ARMANAPPROACHESTWO%UROPEANHISTORICALlGURESFROMTWODIFFERENTBUT
concomitant perspectives. In Caravaggio, through the use of tableaux of 
abstract meaning and by focusing on the detailing of the models’ poses, 
Jarman re-enacts the allegorical spirit of Caravaggio’s paintings through 
entirely cinematic resources. Edward II was a king, and as a statesman he 
POSSESSEDACERTAINDOSEOFSHOWMANSHIP)NTHISlLM*ARMANRECONSTRUCTS
the theatrical basis of Christopher Marlowe’s Elizabethan play bringing it 
up to date in a successfully abstract approach to the musical stage. In this 
ARTICLE)INTENDTOCONJOINTHEPRACTICEOFALLEGORYINlLMWITHCERTAINNOTIONS
of existential phenomenology as advocated by Vivian Sobchack and Laura 
U. Marks, in order to address the relationship between the corporeality of 
THElLMANDTHELIVEDBODIESOFTHESPECTATORS)NTHISCONTEXTTHEALLEGORYIS
a means to convey intradiegetically the sense-ability at play in the cinematic 
EXPERIENCE REINFORCING THE TEXTURAL AND SENSUAL NATURE OF BOTH lLM AND
VIEWER WHICH IN TURN IS ALSO MATERIALLY ENHANCED IN THE lLM PROPER
touching the spectator in a supplementary fashion. The two corporealities 
favour an inter-artistic immersion achieved through coenaesthesia.
Keywords: cinematic allegories, inter-artistic spectacle, embodiment, 
immersive, intermediality, Derek Jarman.
The Language of Allegory
According to Craig Owens (1980), contemporary art is naturally hybrid, therefore 
prone to an allegorical dimension, as allegory itself causes the miscegenation 
OFMEDIAANDSTYLISTICCATEGORIESh4HEALLEGORICALWORK IS SYNTHETIC ITCROSSES
aesthetic boundaries” (Owens 1980, 75). In this light, allegory has a meta-textual 
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nature and in it different types of artworks, or texts, are intrinsically connected: “In 
allegorical structure, then, one text is read through another, however fragmentary, 
INTERMITTENTORCHAOTICTHEIRRELATIONSHIPMAYBETHEPARADIGMFORTHEALLEGORICAL
work is thus the palimpsest” (Owens, 69). In post-modernity, allegory has been 
reinvented as intermediality.
$EREK *ARMANWASASPECIlCALLYMULTIFACETEDARTISTWHOSEVERSATILITYCOMES
across in his cinematic oeuvre in favour of a very marked authorial discourse, 
in spite of his defence of collective creation. He was a painter, a theatre and 
lLM DESIGNER A WRITER A PERFORMANCE ARTIST COMMITTED TO THE PRODUCTION
OF HAPPENINGS	 AND OF COURSE A lLMDIRECTOR!LL OF THIS ARTISTIC BACKGROUND
TIGHTLYIMBUESHISlLMSRESULTINGINANALLEGORICALWORLDWHERETHEARTSAREFUSED
together in a lyrical form that conveys an ideological message.
.EVER PRONE TO lGURATIVE PAINTING *ARMAN ADOPTED THE ALLEGORICAL FORMAT
FROMVERYEARLYINHISCAREER!SAlLMMAKERHECHOSETOIGNORETHESTORYTELLING
tradition of the commercial cinema. Indeed, theorists agree that linear narrative 
was not his forte: “Where there is narrative it is often temporally disjointed and 
sophisticated, combining several phases, viewpoints and character sets” (Wollen 
1996, 15). In other words, Jarman makes a lyrical use of narrative contents, ignoring 
the story in favour of the storytelling, thus indirectly exposing the technique of 
creative production. In his works, narrative always takes second place to the 
visual art and the theatrical design with the consequence of a notorious degree 
of abstraction (Watson 1996, 34). Jarman had a problem with creating narrative 
dialogue, which is why he either resorted to previously written material (such as 
Christopher Marlowe’s play on Edward II) or substituted it for interior monologues 
whenever possible. In the latter case, the “loosely associative and poetic patterns 
OFTHOUGHTv7ATSON	REINFORCETHEALLEGORICALDIMENSIONOFHISlLMS1
)NSPITEOFTHEIRALLEGORICALNATURE*ARMANSlLMSAREPOPULATEDWITHHUMAN
characters. According to Angus Fletcher (2012), the two possibilities of narrative 
AGENCY IN ALLEGORIES ARE PERSONIlCATIONS OF ABSTRACT IDEAS AND REAL HISTORICAL
lGURES)NTHETWOlLMS)PROPOSETOANALYZEHERECaravaggio, 1986, and Edward 
II, 1991), the protagonists belong to the latter category. As in all allegories, their 
PSYCHOLOGICAL DEPTH IS SACRIlCED IN FAVOUR OF GESTURE AND ICONOGRAPHY 4HEY
serve a higher purpose than that of being either heroes or villains. Plus, they 
inhabit a theatrical world.
!S AMATTER OF FACT THE lLMS ARE STRUCTURED IN tableaux, instead of scenes. 
Therefore, the narrative segments are not in direct temporal or spatial connection 
 )NSOMECASESHISUSEOFCELEBRATORYCAMPSTYLEFURTHERDENATURALIZESHISlLMS
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to one another and the action is largely metaphorical. In general, an allegory 
is an opus with two simultaneous meanings: a metaphorical sense is inscribed 
underneath a more literal one which is directly connected with the actions of the 
characters and the events of the plot (Xavier 1999). In Jarman’s case, the opposite 
is also true: the abstraction of the whole narrative design is reinforced when we 
realize that the tableaux may depict past, present or future events in relation 
to the fabula, and that, furthermore, they may also convey fantasies (usually of 
a sexual nature), nightmares, lurid dreams, memories and other truly Jungian 
psychological material of which Jarman was so fond. According to Joel Fineman 
(1981), the structural success of an allegory is dependent upon the articulation of 
TIMEANDSPACEWITHINITSOWNCONlNESAS;PHYSICAL=text.2 Moreover, an allegory 
appeals to the desire of the spectator in two different but concurrent ways. On 
the one hand, an allegorical text needs to be unclear so as to trigger a cognitive 
activity of spectatorial decoding that keeps the interest awake and assures the 
understanding of the underlying encrypted message (Fletcher 2012).3 On the 
other hand, the desire of interpretation is guaranteed by the running metaphor, 
since an allegory is really a string of metaphors contributing to the same objective: 
the transmission of an idea (Fineman 1981, 45).
Besides the overall fragmentary style and scattered narrative, Jarman also used 
textured images in what Michael O’Pray (1996, 65) considers to be an obvious 
link to his painterly activity. In Caravaggio (1986), which is a straightforward 
allegory of creation and where the tableaux contain actual tableaux vivants, this 
ISMOST OBVIOUS h&OR *ARMAN THE ARTISTWAS ALWAYS IDENTIlEDWITH THIS KIND
of visionary whose magic was equivalent to the procedures of art itself. Art 
was alchemy” (O’Pray 1996, 69). However, the same can be noted in Edward 
II, where the art world gives way to an eminently political universe. Edward 
II is portrayed, by Jarman, as an art enthusiast and the backstage of politics is 
CONVEYEDASAWEBOFMACHINATIONSFORTHEBENElTOFAPUBLICTHELORDSANDTHE
nation at large. The king is no less involved in a dialectical relationship with 
SPECTATORSTHANTHEPAINTER#ARAVAGGIOHEISNOLESSONDISPLAYANDHISDEEDSARE
no less under scrutiny than his more artistic counterpart’s. This is why I prefer to 
2 “The text presents us with a self-contained structure of relations. In which elements are 
manipulated as in a game and that therefore there is neither need nor reason to adduce any extra-
LITERARYEXPLANATIONORJUSTIlCATIONATALLFORTHEPARTICULARARRANGEMENTSTHATTHESTRUCTURALITYOF
the texts allow us to observe” (Fineman 1981, 40).
3 “Enigma, and not always decipherable enigma, appears to be allegory’s most cherished function 
[…]. Since the basic symbolism is highly articulated, he can increase the enigma with even 
private obscurities, while the allegory as a whole will not thereby disintegrate into nonsense” 
(Fletcher 2012, 72).
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DESIGNATEBOTHlLMSAShALLEGORIESOFSPECTACLEv)CONTENDTHATBYAPPROACHING
such subjects in a multilayered and multifaceted artistic form, Jarman is stressing 
BOTHTHEINNERANDTHEOUTERSPECTACLEINHISlLMSINTRAANDEXTRADIEGETIC	HEIS
FORMULATINGATHEORYOFCINEMAASAlLMBODYTHROUGHTHEBODYOFTHElLMWHICH
represents its characters in a very corporeal way.
The Body as a Textured Substance
Both Caravaggio and Edward II are strongly embodied allegories in that they cause 
the spectator to think upon and make meaning of the diegetic world perceived on 
screen, but do so along doubly corporeal lines that involve the spectator himself/
HERSELF!LLlLMSTRIGGEROURSPECTATORIALhCARNAL THOUGHTSvAS6IVIAN3OBCHACK
CALLSTHEM	7ETHINKANDFEELWITHOURBODYANDALLOFITSlVESENSESAND
PROPRIOCEPTIVEABILITIESADHERINGTOTHElLMSlGURATIVEDIMENSIONTHEIRNARRATIVE
and characters) through a mimetic sympathy that involves as much conscious 
attention as it does bodily tension (Sobchack 2004, 76). This way the spectator 
feels his/her body more, reacting in kind to what he/she is shown on screen. 
However, in the case of Caravaggio and Edward II, a third condition is applicable: 
the corporeality of the people and things perceived on screen is even more sentient, 
SENSUALANDSENSIBLETHANUSUAL!CCORDINGTO3OBCHAKlLMSWHICHAPPEALTOOUR
SENSORIUMCONSTITUTETHETRUEESSENCEOFCINEMA)NTHETWOAFOREMENTIONEDlLMS
this is partially achieved through the use of the diegetic bodies, thus reinforcing 
our spectatorial “sense-ability” during the cinematic experience.
)NTRADIEGETICALLY *ARMANS lLMS ARE ALL ABOUT THE BODY MOSTLY THE MALE
physique, but not only. Magdalena’s corpse in Caravaggio (Tilda Swinton) is 
made relevant by the way it is transformed into a work of art. Indeed, Lena’s 
drowned body is tended over, her feet washed (in a recurrent gesture of cleansing 
ANDPURIlCATION	 HER HAIR BRUSHED BY THE DIEGETIC PAINTER HIMSELF 3HE LOOKS
RADIANTANDNOTTHEUGLYBLOWNCORPSEAlLTHYRIVERMIGHTHAVEREGURGITATED;&IG
1.] She is an idea: death, as the ultimate state of perfection. The same can be said 
of the body of the painter Caravaggio himself (Nigel Terry) when he is associated 
WITH THE IMAGE OF #HRIST SACRIlCED IN THE ALTAR OF THE PHILISTINES IGNORANCE
His body is poised in abandonment, as he is removed from the cross, in one of 
the numerous tableaux vivants THATPERMEATETHISlLM;&IG=(ETOOISNOTA
SEXUALlGUREBUTATHINGOFBEAUTYANDTHETRANSMITTEROFAMESSAGE)NFACTON
several occasions the characters look directly at the camera, therefore attaining, 
by default, the cinematic spectator on the other side. The eyes of the characters 
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are, simultaneously, imparting the message of the overriding importance of the 
body and cancelling out their own import in the diegesis, thus ratifying their 
status as abstractions. [Fig. 6.]
In Caravaggio, the models’ bodies and those of the main characters reproduce 
intradiegetically the texture of art itself. In this perspective, the aforementioned 
Lena’s drowned corpse discloses the director’s technique in THISlLMTHEBODYAS
God’s gift to the artist, a material that he/she can shape according to his/her own 
designs in order to create beauty. In other words, the human body is art in a raw 
state, totally dependent on the creator’s skills to become all that it can be.
Caravaggio’s paintings are nowadays renowned for the perfection with which 
THEYDEPICTHUMANlGURES4HEDIEGETICPAINTINGSHOWEVER THAT THECHARACTER
#ARAVAGGIO ISSHOWNPAINTINGIN THElLMAREALTHOUGHSTILLWORKS INPROGRESS
far less perfect than the models he is seen using as visual references. [Fig. 3.] 
The latter not only are for the most part half naked, but they are also framed 
in a manner that sensually captivates the spectator. The camera does not limit 
itself to capturing them frontally, as you would expect in a painting (and as 
the perception of the scene as a tableau vivantACTUALLYREQUIRES	ITALSOMOVES
laterally behind them, surreptitiously further stressing the corporeality implied. 
[Fig. 4.] As a matter of fact, this prevents the spectator from seeing the whole 
diegetic group of people, causing him/her to observe only details of their bodies, 
which is what the haptic visuality proposed by Laura U. Marks (2002, 3) actually 
DOES-ETAPHORICALLY THE lLM IS DEPICTING OUR EROTIC RELATIONSHIP WITH SOME
cinematic objects, considering that we interchange a dominant voyeuristic look 
upon the scene with a more tactile and intimate perception of it. [Figs. 3–4.] In 
the situations where the bodies seen in Caravaggio do not belong to paid models 
in rigid poses, the male torso is often bare and frequently sweaty as a result of 
PHYSICALACTIVITIESSEXlGHTING	"ESIDETHECLEARLYINTENDEDEROTICQUALITYTHESE
SCENESALSOEMPHASIZETHETEXTURALNATUREOFTHEmESHANDHUMANSKININAlLM
about painting. The beads of perspiration which abundantly trickle down the 
characters’ bodies are a sort of dye, the equivalent to the pigment used on the 
artist’s canvas, and they also represent the sort of material surface detail of the 
lLMBODYWHICH-ARKSCALLSTHESKINOFTHElLM	
In Caravaggio, the establishing shots are banished altogether: the tableaux 
either start with a corporeal detail (such as the feet of the young Caravaggio being 
washed clean by the cardinal Del Monte) or with several close shots unrelated 
TOTHESURROUNDINGS)NDEEDTHElLMITSELFOPENSWITHSUCHASHOTACLOSEUPOF
the old Caravaggio’s ailing and worn face. The scars on his cheeks look like tears 
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that drip down some Christ image on an altar. The parallelism between religion 
AND ART IS AMOTIF OF THE ENTIRE lLM AS BElTS AN ALLEGORY OF CREATION "ECAUSE
CaravaggioISEXPLICITLYAlLMABOUTARTITCANNOTBEFORMALLYMINIMALISTFROM
beginning to end. The richness of painting calls for a variety of wardrobes and 
props, as well as sets that are not entirely devoid of dressing. Jarman opts for 
some semblance of the real, even when the set is, occasionally, stripped of many 
of its elements. However, one or two exceptions can be observed. For instance, 
the tavern in which Caravaggio meets Ranuccio (Sean Bean) is a bare greyish 
cubicle with some men sitting on a few tables. No other decoration is needed here 
- unlike the scenes that take place in Caravaggio’s painting studio – because this 
is not a metaphor for life and art, and does not contain a representation of a body 
ANARTWORK	BEINGINSCRIBEDWITHINANOTHERTHECANVASTHElLM	;&IGSn=
However, in order to acquire the status of art, all creations need spectators. 
In Caravaggio, permanent onlookers accomplish this task. Whenever Caravaggio 
PAINTSSOMEONEWATCHES,ENASEESHIMPAINTING2ANUCCIO$EL-ONTEOBSERVES
THEPAINTINGOFACOMPOSITECANVAS THEPAINTERHIMSELFCONTEMPLATESHISOWN
PAINTINGANDTHEREISOFCOURSETHEEVERPRESENT*ERUSALEME/NABASICLEVEL
THIS SYMBOLIZES THE ADORATION THAT ALL SACRED lGURES AND THINGS ARE PRONE TO
which is ironical since the historical Caravaggio was, in fact, a wild man and led 
a wanton life. Nevertheless, Michel Foucault, in an article about Velázquez’s Las 
Meninas (1966), pointed to a more complex level of spectatorship whereby the 
GAZEOFTHECHARACTERSTHElGURES	DEPICTEDNOTONLYCALLSOURATTENTIONTOTHEOFF
screen space of the diegetic situation, but also makes us, onlookers of the artwork 
feel watched ourselves.
In Edward II, an openly gay opus about a homosexual monarch, the male body 
ISNOTSOUNDRESSEDANDNOTSOTEXTURALWITHSWEATOROTHERmUIDSSUCHASBLOOD	
EVENTHOUGHTHElRSTSCENEPRESENTSUNABASHEDLYAMALECOUPLEOFSAILORSHAVING
sex on a bed. In Edward II, the body that matters the most is the political body, i.e. 
the realm, not the physical body as raw material for the artist. Still, both things 
cannot be entirely separated and the body remains the key. For instance, the king’s 
lover and favourite, Piers Gaveston (Andrew Tiernan), prances provocatively on 
the throne in the nude. [Fig. 9.] His bareness, framed in a manner as not to expose 
his sexual organs, reveals him as a carnal object, but more importantly, as a base 
CREATUREHEREHECROUCHESANDCLICKSHISTONGUELIKEANANIMALLATERONAFTER
having been forcibly exiled, he howls under heavy rain like a beast). His pose is 
symbolic of his status in the realm: a predator unbecoming the high society he 
has entered as favourite of the king.
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In Edward II, the textural pattern has mostly been applied to the sets, stripped 
TOTHEIRMINIMUMSIGNIlCANTOBJECTSABOWANDANARROWTOPORTRAYASHOOTING
GALLERYATABLETOINDICATEADININGROOMORANOFlCEABEDTOSIGNIFYABEDROOM
THETHRONETOREPRESENTTHESTATEROOMANDSOON)TISUPTOTHEHUMANlGURESTHAT
inhabit these spaces to make them credible as this or that and to elevate the sets 
out of their minimalism. Given this improbable and abstract geography, in many 
scenes it is not even possible to know for certain whether the action is diegetically 
TAKINGPLACEINDOORSOROUTDOORSASALLTHElLMWASSHOTINSTUDIO;&IG=4HE
ceilings are never seen, the doors are simply large openings, the windows are 
VIRTUALLYINEXISTENTANDTHEWALLSANDmOORSARERUGGEDASBADLYAPPLIEDPLASTER
(painted in a very dark shade). The space is as empty and abstract as it can be, the 
MAJORSIGNIlERSBEINGTHEBODIESTHATINHABITIT4HESEACQUIREANADDEDSPATIAL
IMPORTANCE AS SET DRESSING HELPING TO mESH OUT THE tableaux. Concomitantly, 
their own corporeality is reinforced as on par with the ruggedness of the walls.
Cinematic Body as Spectacle
The intradiegetic textures – the bodies on screen – always draw our attention to 
THETEXTUREOFTHECINEMATICMATERIALSASSUCHTHElLMASBODY)NGENERAL6IVIAN
3OBCHACKCLAIMSTHATEACHlLMISANEXPRESSIVEENTITYTHATCANBEPERCEIVEDBY
the spectator in its literal (or material) dimension, regardless of the nature of the 
images seen and the sounds heard. The bodies of the characters are inscribed 
INTHEBODYOFTHElLMBUTTHElLMSBODYITSELFISWHATTRIGGERShOURPRIMARY
engagement [...] with the senses and sensibility of materiality itself” (2004, 65). 
4HEREFOREINOURPERCEPTIONTHElLMSCINEMATICTEXTURECANBESAIDTOPRECEDE
THElLMSDIEGETIC TEXTURES!CCORDINGTO,AURA5-ARKS	 IFOURLOOK
MERELY SCRUTINIZES THE SURFACE OF THE lLM INSTEAD OF PLUNGING INTO ITS DEPTHS
(where the diegetic universe is situated), we discern texture rather than form. This 
corresponds to a haptic caress which, in turn, brings about an added sensuality to 
OURlLMVIEWINGACTIVITY3OBCHACK	ARGUESFORARECIPROCALCORPOREALITYTHE
lLMDIEGESISTHEMETAPHORICAL	ANDTHElLMASMATTERTHELITERAL	AREINTERTWINED
in our appreciation of them.4 Marks contends that the spectatorial involvement 
WITHTHElLMISNEVERPSYCHOLOGICALALWAYSSENSIBLEHOWEVER3OBCHACKCLAIMS
that the brain is also part of the body, therefore there is no unembodied perceptive 
4 For all purposes, according to this author, there are three levels of reversibility in the cinematic 
experience: the bodies on-screen, the bodies off-screen (i.e. the spectator) and the screen as a 
BODYIETHElLM	3OBCHACK	
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activity in cinema viewing (2004, 73). Without this important predication the 
allegories would not be compatible with the inter-artistic embodiment I strongly 
advocate in this article.
As it is, the discourse on cinema (as art and medium) transmitted by Caravaggio 
and Edward II ISREINFORCED4HESElLMSDEPICTBOTHINTHEIRSTORYANDTHEIRTISSUE
the question of the intrinsically corporeal nature of cinema. As a result, the human 
BODIESOFTHECHARACTERSTHROUGHTHElLMSRESPECTIVEBODIESPOINTYETTOANOTHER
BODY*ARMANSlLMICoeuvre as an intermedial approach to the Seventh Art.
Caravaggio’s main credits reveal a brush painting a canvas black, over and 
over again. We hear the sound of the large brush touching the canvas (as we do 
later on, in several tableaux where the character Caravaggio is seen painting). 
The production of the pigments by the mute servant Jerusaleme follows the same 
auditory pattern. We hear the powders being ground in the mortar and spread out 
WITHAKNIFEONASTONE4HElLMPRESENTSUSWITHTHETOOLSOFTHEINTRADIEGETICART
in question (painting) as itself is being laid out for us as Jarman’s piece (cinema). 
The brush, the canvas and the pigments metonymically represent painting as 
an activity. [Fig. 5.] However, the physical bodies of the people represented 
ANDTHEINTENSIlCATIONOFTHESPECTATORSSENSESTHROUGHTHEPICTORIALANDAURAL
textures connoted with Caravaggio’s profession (which allow us to be touched 
BY THE lLM AND involved in a visual atmosphere) are what actually transform 
painting into art. Caravaggio is an allegory of art as requiring a commitment 
ANDSACRIlCESBEYONDIMAGINATION4HISISALSOWHYTHElLMISPUNCTUATEDBYA
lyrical inner voice formed by all Caravaggio’s thoughts and remembrances. He 
transcends his low life beginnings, base human sexual inclinations and violent 
temperament through the life of the spirit. His body of work (indeed his oeuvre) 
ISTHEMATERIALIZATIONOFHISINNERPOETSELFALLTHEABOVEMENTIONEDVISUALAND
auditory textures only reinforce what the young Caravaggio mentioned himself: 
that he was an object of art (“oggeto d’arte”), as a male prostitute in his younger 
years, as well as a major artist, in his later ones.
Admittedly, the narrative condensation, so common in allegories, is here taken 
to artistic extremes. In Caravaggio, the tableaux are presented out of chronological 
ORDEROFEVENTS	4HElLMSTARTSWITHTHEINNERTHOUGHTSVOICEOVER	OFADYING
Caravaggio. As he lies in bed, half-conscious, his remembrances and fantasies are 
GIVENFREEREINITISONLYTHROUGHHISMINDTHATHECONTINUESTOEXISTASACREATOR
His body is motionless, but he acts as a narrator of the events that he represents, in 
APSYCHICPATINAMORELYRICALTHANTHEACTUALTRUTH(ISDIALOGUEINTHEmASHBACK
scenes he musters is not as poetic, neither is it so full of free associations as the 
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text he intones in his dying oratory. The nature of his invocation is uncertain, 
CONTRIBUTINGTOMAKETIMEITSELFUNRELIABLEANDBAFmING!SHERECITESHISTHOUGHTS
the sounds of his surrounding reality impose themselves on us.
6ERY NEAR THE BEGINNING OF THE lLM THE INNER VOICE OF THE DYING CHARACTER
Caravaggio links three different life periods in only one memory time: we watch a 
scene that illustrates how Jerusaleme came to be part of the painter’s life, as a mute 
ANDINEPTPEASANTBOYSOLDBYHISOWNFAMILYA tableau where Jersusaleme is 
already grown up, lying next to a goat, a symbolic representation of the shepherd 
HEWASMEANTTOBEANDNEVERWASlNALLYAlLMSEGMENTWHERE#ARAVAGGIOIS
tended upon by Jerusaleme, who acts like a pet who loves his master. All the 
while, Caravaggio is talking about his lost love, a boy by the name of Pasqualone, 
who has nothing to do with what we are watching. The uncertain nature of time, 
already an intrinsic part of all allegories, is thus made more uncertain by the 
USE OF THE VOICEOVER &URTHER DOWN THE lLM THESE RUMINATIONS OF A FEVERISH
mind tend to mix past and present, reality and imagination, therefore stressing 
THEILLUSORYNATUREOFARTINGENERALAND*ARMANSlLMINPARTICULAR)RONICALLY
Caravaggio’s self-questioning remark – “All art is against lived experience. How 
CANYOUCOMPAREmESHANDBLOODWITHOILANDGROUNDPIGMENTvnISCONTRADICTED
BYTHElLMITSELFTHROUGHTHESENSUALUSEOFITSCORPOREALITY)NDEEDTHEPIGMENTS
are framed, more than once, in extreme close up, and human blood, including 
the artist’s (when he is wounded during a brawl with knives), is seen on several 
occasions. Art is no less corporeal than the lived body of humanity.
In Caravaggio, time is even made more obscure by the recurrent darkness of 
the image. The chiaroscuro lighting is a direct manifestation of the painter’s own 
technique of tenebrism (a mixture of naturalism with a theatrical propensity) 
and, therefore, engulfs the spectator in the world of the paintings, making the 
viewer part of the picture viewed, in more senses than one. In fact, the spectator 
FEELS HIMSELFHERSELF BOTH PART OF #ARAVAGGIOS CANVASES AND *ARMANS lLM
When, occasionally, some character looks directly at the camera, as do Lena and 
*ERUSALEMEWE FEEL LOOKED UPON NOT ONLY AS lLM SPECTATORS BUT ALSO AS PART
of a painting, which reinforces the spectacular nature of art. Indeed, the young 
painter Caravaggio (Dexter Fletcher) is fully aware of the necessary existence of 
an audience: “I raise this fragile glass and drink to you, my audience”. This is the 
ULTIMATEMANIFESTATIONOFTHEAPPARATUSINTHISlLM(OWEVERTHEDEMYSTIlCATION
of reality also takes place intradiegetically. [Fig. 7–8.] In one particular instance, 
THE ADULT #ARAVAGGIOWATCHES A STREET lGHT BETWEEN 2ANUCCIO AND ONE OF HIS
own friends, beaten to a pulp. The painter is framed in close-up, looking on, 
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MESMERIZEDBYTHEBLOODYSPECTACLEWHICHTHElLMVIEWERHASTHEOPPORTUNITY
to watch as a metaphorical projection of silhouettes on a white wall. Similarly, the 
SPECTATOROBSERVESALLALONGTHElLMTHEPAINTERSlGHTWITHHISOWNARTTHROUGH
the de-formation of matter on a canvas.
In Edward II, the signs of power are the most important corporeal elements: 
the throne, the sword, the crown, several types of arms, different uniforms. 
These are the allegorical emblems that relate to a common destiny and the idea 
OFNATIONREALM4HElLMISADISCOURSEONTHECORRUPTINGNATUREOFPOWERAND
the prejudices of the majority borne upon different individuals on the grounds of 
the so-called greater good, but the notion of spectacle is very much present. All 
political activities imply a measure of putting on a show, as queen Isabella (Tilda 
Swinton) clearly demonstrates when, taking up arms against her husband, king 
Edward, she resorts to the media for popularity and validation of an unlawful act 
(the deposition of a monarch). Edward II himself (Steven Waddington), seeking 
support for his cause outside the nobility, turns to the people (portrayed as queer 
activists). Thus, a cry for help is turned into a public demonstration complete 
with slogans, posters and cameras taking snapshots.
!RT IS NOT UNRELATED TO THIS SHOWMANSHIP )NDEED VERY EARLY IN THE lLM
Gaveston says of Edward: “Music and poetry are his delight. / Sweet speeches, 
comedies, pleasing shows.” The prince is here described as someone who has an 
artistic propensity and, indeed, several spectacles are seen taking place at court: 
a man with a python and a golden laurel crown shows off his muscles (which 
CANALSOBEINTERPRETEDASANIMAGINARYACTION	APOETRECITESAN)TALIANPIECEIN
a session attended only by the king and Gaveston (and which takes place in a 
room with several seats facing the orator). More importantly, it is the intermedial 
nature of some other spectacles in which Edward himself takes part that calls 
attention to the analogy intended by Jarman: (a) two men dancing a modern ballet 
that emulates Edward and Gaveston’s relationship (the crosscutting between the 
DANCEWHICHENDSINAKISSPARALLELS%DWARDKISSING'AVESTONONTHETHRONE	
(b) a blonde woman (Annie Lennox) sings a Cole Porter song (“Every time we 
SAYGOODBYE)DIEALITTLEv	INVOLVEDINASLIGHTLYARTIlCIALMISTWHILE%DWARDAND
Gaveston dance alone in a large room lighted by a strong theatrical follow spot 
(the pair and the singer are all in the same imaginary space and the men actually 
LOOKATHERINTHEEND	;&IGSn=C	AFEMALESTRINGQUARTETBROUGHTTOGETHER
by Edward to celebrate Gaveston’s return from exile (the classical music turns 
into something lighter as the two men dance once more, this time in a clownish 
tango mockery, again illuminated by follow spots).
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Music is to the political allegory of Edward II what painting is to the authorial 
allegory of Caravaggio"OTHARTMEDIAAREUSEDTOREINFORCEASIGNIlCANCETHAT
IS INTRINSICALLY CINEMATIC AND THAT TAKES PLACE AT THE SURFACE OF THE lLM!S )
continue to develop the spectacular nature of Edward II, I will refer to many 
intentional examples of “pro-haptic properties” (Marks 2002), which are also a 
manifestation of the cinematic apparatus per se and a disclosure of the whole 
NARRATIVEASARTIlCE
In Edward II, colour is important, but it is almost entirely dependent on the 
lighting, which is pointed directly at the characters through the use of key lights 
placed higher or lower than the human eyes, giving the tableaux a strong theatrical 
IMPRESSION4HECHARACTERSSEEMTOBEALWAYSONASTAGEASPUBLIClGURESUSUALLYARE
Therefore, the bareness of the sets not only stresses the allegory, but also reinforces 
THESPECTACULARNATUREOFTHElLMASANODETOSPECTACLEFARBEYONDTHEPOLITICAL
world it depicts. While part of the image is deliberately kept in darkness, making 
the background often unnoticeable, the rest is lighted by strong projectors, resulting 
in a very marked contrast. Indeed, Edward IIISFRAUGHTWITHmARESMOSTOFTHEM
INDUCEDBYDIEGETICmASHLIGHTS4HEUSEOFSTRONGKEYLIGHTSSTRATEGICALLYPLACEDALSO
creates huge shadows, reminiscent of German Expressionism, and the appearance of 
silhouettes points to the Oriental shadow theatres that constitute the archaeological 
ORIGINSOFCINEMA ;&IG="LUEANDREDlLTEREDSHOTS TRANSFORMCHARACTERSAND
spaces in one-dimensional images endowed with strong symbolic modulations. 
Thus is the lighting made evident as an artistic praxis and a tool with which to work 
THETEXTUREOFTHElLMCALLINGTOATTENTIONITSARTIlCIALCINEMATICNATURE
In Edward II, the disclosure of the apparatus points to a spatial duality: the 
hTHEREvOFTHESCREENWHERETHElLMEVOLVESANDTHEhHEREvOFTHEAUDIENCEWHERE
THElLMISWATCHEDANDTHEREFOREVALIDATEDASSUCH	)NPHENOMENOLOGICALTERMS
this is evidence of corporeal reversibility. The off-screen space is the locus of the 
VIEWERANDTHATISWHYINTHISlLMTHESPECTATORISALSOOFTHEUTMOSTIMPORTANCE
In fact, early cinema rose out of vaudeville and its sensorial display, as did the 
MUSICALCOMEDY3IGNIlCANTLYATWOFOLDACTOFCOMMUNICATIONISREQUIREDFORSUCH
ENTERTAINMENTCONVENTIONTOWORKTHElLMANDTHEAUDIENCEMUSTINTERACTWITH
each other.5 At a sensorial level that is exactly what Jarman means to accomplish.
Edward IIISlLLEDWITHSHOTREVERSESHOTFRAMINGSCONSTANTLYOPPOSINGAND
simultaneously, joining) the two sides of space. For instance, when Gaveston is 
5 In her canonical book about musical, Jane Feuer (1982) states that in no other type of musical 
was the communication with the audience so emulated as in the backstage musical, which had 
intradiegetical spectators intercut with the performers acting on stage.
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exiled, by order of Edward, he is symbolically escorted out of the country by the 
clergy. First we see him with his back to the camera, walking past the priests who 
SPITONHIMFROMEITHERSIDEOFTHEROADNEXTWESEEHIMBEINGSPATUPONASHE
walks towards the camera, face to us, until he reaches the end of the road. By the 
use of the reverse shot the spectator is partly transformed into spectacle and vice-
VERSA4HISHASOBVIOUSIMPLICATIONSINHOWTHEVIEWERSOF*ARMANSlLMENGAGE
INWHATTHEYAREWATCHING4HEYAREATTRACTEDASTHEAUDIENCEOFAMUSICALlLM
of which Edward II obviously carries the marks, by the use of their sensations 
and emotions. However, by osmosis, they also feel spat upon, which is not a 
physically comfortable feeling.
Immersive Allegorical Intermediality
The allegory employed by Jarman is capable of incorporating emblems, endowed 
with a very strict pre-existing meaning, as well as symbols, where all the free 
association of ideas is concentrated. In corporeal terms, the hybridization of arts, 
typical of intermediality, is responsible for what can be seen as a paradox: a 
sparse and abstract diegetic universe coexists with a rich and all-encompassing 
viewer immersion.
Caravaggio and Edward II are able to combine the bareness of the sets with the 
OPULENCEOFTHETEXTURE INPARTBECAUSETHElLMSAREENRICHEDBYOTHERMEDIA
and other arts. The deliberate mixture of times and realities turns each and every 
SINGLEGESTUREANDCREATIVEACTIONDEPICTEDINTHElLMSINTOASIGNTOBEDECODED
BYTHESPECTATOR4HUSBEGINSTHEPLUNGEINTHElLMWHOSENARRATIVELABYRINTHTHE
VIEWERlNDSHIMSELFHERSELFINESCAPABLYIMMERSEDIN!LLALLEGORIESAREENIGMAS
THATENTAILANECESSARYWORKOFSPECTATORIALRECONSTRUCTION)N*ARMANSTWOlLMS
analysed here, the use of other art forms is made part of that enigma. For instance, 
in Edward II a boys’ angelical choir constitutes the background music to a violent 
sodomy act, which is only recognized as Edward’s fearful imagination after the 
deed is supposedly done (the slow motion is already a hint, though).
4HISlRST LEVEL OF IMMERSION ISPART OF THE SYMBOLICNETWORKOF BOTHlLMS
The agonizing painter, in Caravaggio, alludes in voice-over to a close escape 
from death by drowning, presumably after a shipwreck (whose occurrence we 
NEVER SEE CONlRMED	 (IS YOUNGER INCARNATION MENTIONS PAINTING HIMSELF AS
"ACCHUSANDSURELYENOUGHTHElLMPRESENTSUSWITHASHORTEDITINGmASHWHICH
reproduces the celebrated canvas, in the form of a tableau vivant, starring the 
actor Dexter Fletcher, who plays the title role in Caravaggio’s youthful years. 
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Later, the two motifs come together in an ironic twist, typical of Jarman, when 
the nobleman who behaves as an art critic, harsh on Caravaggio’s work, dies in 
the bathtub with the looks and the pose of Jacques-Louis David’s The Death of 
Marat (1793). In Edward IITHEPROTAGONISTISOFTENSEENINANUNDElNEDSPACE
that seems to exist underground and which is depicted as a dark place made of 
METALANDRIVETSWHEREAFURNACESHINESANDlREGLITTERS)TCOULDSYMBOLIZEHELL
in western cultural imagery, were it not for the water it contains. This water can 
BECONSTRUEDONSEVERALOCCASIONSDURINGTHElLMASA	ANUNDERGROUNDSPRING
B	ASEWERC	APOND"EAUTIFULREmECTIONSEMANATEFROMITAS%DWARDRESTSCLOSE
to the water and speaks of his dual nature, made up of himself and Gaveston. At 
this point, the image almost reproduces the pictorial Narcissus as painted by the 
historical Caravaggio (1594–1596).
Inasmuch as allegory is very conceptual and characterized by a high degree 
of abstraction, there seems to be no room for sensorial immersion. However, 
BOTHlLMSHARBOURASECONDLEVELOFMEANINGANDMATTERTHROUGHWHICH*ARMAN
PROVESTHISTOBEAPRECONCEIVEDIDEA"OTHlLMS transpire with eroticism and 
are illuminated by an attractive power that keeps the spectators enwrapped in 
the diegetic world of the characters and the ritualistic atmosphere of the whole 
picture. The above puns are intended, for as Sobchack mentions, the spectator 
is a “cinesthetic subject” endowed with an embodied vision “in-formed” by 
the knowledge imparted through the other senses (2004, 70–71). Jarman makes 
excellent use of our intrinsic “synaesthetic perception” (2004, 70). In fact, a text 
FULLOFMUSICSCULPTUREDWITH LIGHTENHANCEDWITHCOLOURANDHUMANlGURES
either tri- or bi-dimensional, is never an empty text: it has volume, shape, depth, 
COLOURETCANDCANBEAPPREHENDEDASSUCH)NOTHERWORDSTHESElLMSCREATE
a coenasthesia capable of making the spectator inhabit the world on the screen 
and experience more fully the contact with the screen as a world. The space is 
transformed into a place, as abstract as it is alluring.
Caravaggio and Edward IIEXHIBITACORPOREALITYTHATMAGNIlESARTCALLINGTO
attention the artistry as enriched matter, in turn causing the enhancement of our 
sensual being. In these cases, the spectator, Sobchack argues, goes through an 
“as if” situation where he/she experiences general and diffuse sensations (i.e. 
NOTSPECIlCALLYDIRECTEDATANYTHING	INWHICHHISHERBODYISTOUCHEDBOTHIN
ALITERALANDlGURALSENSETHATISDIRECTLYINITSELF	ANDINDIRECTLYTHROUGHTHE
BODIESOFTHECHARACTERSONSCREEN	)NCONCLUSIONOURlLMVIEWINGhSKINvOPENS
us to “fabrics and their textures” (Sobchack 2004, 78–79). Like an unsuspicious 
mYTHESPECTATORFALLSINTOTHECREATORSWEBOFARTTHROUGHARTITSELF
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List of Figures
Figures 1–8. Caravaggio (1986):
Corpses transformed into works of art: death as the ultimate state of perfection.
Captivating details that enhance voyeurism.
4HETEXTURESOFTHEMEDIUM4HESPECTATORINTHElLMASPARTOFTHEARTWORK
Strong pictorial impression: the surface (screen) and the apparatus.
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Figures 9–14. Edward II (1991):
Political body = physical body. Empty and abstract space: human bodies as 
MAJORSIGNIlERS
Statesmen are also showmen.
Strong theatrical impression: characters “on stage.”
